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the exception of Azad, have either switched to Muslim
nationalism, or have sunk into oblivion.   The AhrSr party
has abandoned progress altogether; and has almost disin-
tegrated in the process.    The Khuda'l Khidmatgars are still
very much with the Congress ; but they are " in full agree-
ment "53 with Rajagopalacharya on the issue of conceding
Pakistan.    The   Jam'iyat   al  'ulama1 have been as  anti-
British as ever;  yet  at  their 1942 conference instead  of
attacking the League  in their old  style they hoped for
Muslim solidarity, and their resolution demanding complete
independence for India asked also for a federal constitution
" such as would secure religious, political and cultural self-
determination for Muslims "54.  In Sindh, the British ousting
of the nationalist Allah Bakhsh from office and the forma-
tion of a Muslim League coalition ministry met little resis-
tance from Muslims.     The Azad Muslim Conference still
struggles for Indian freedom, but has envisaged within that
freedom self-determination for minorities55.    The left wing'
in India has explicitly recognized the League as leading the
bulk of the Muslims, and now strives for unity no longer
under the Congress only but in terms of a Congress-League
pact.     The nationalist Hindus  themselves have   become
divided, but along significant new lines: the reactionaries
no longer support the League but bitterly attack it; while
the progressives (especially under RajagopSlacharya) have
been increasingly willing to recognize the League and to
negotiate with it as an equal.
No one, in fact, denies that the growing popularity of the
Muslim League since 1937 has continued unabated. By the
close of 1942 there was (with the exception of the Kashmir
National Conference56) no substantial organized group of
Muslims opposed to the League's policy of separatism ; nor
any actively opposed to the League itself. The League
could, if it wished, lead a mass movement of the Indian
Muslims, virtually unanimous. It had become a people's
party.
How did this come about ? If our analysis of the League
was correct, as a predominantly reactionary organisation